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m Thirty^na St at* d«p«rttt«ittA of 
education reportad in wintar 
1978-79 andorsanant of arts 
aducation at tha alaaantary and 
aacondary school lavals through 
official policy statasanta. 
Two of avary thraa of tbasa 
Stataa rainforcad their policy 
atatamrnta with dollar aupport 
for arta aducation activities* 

a All StataSf axcapt ona^ used 
Fadaral funds to support arts 
education projacts during tha 
1977-78 school yaar. Fadaral 
programs usad moat fraquantly 
wara educational innovation 
and support; library and learning 
resources; ed aca t ion of the 
gifted and talented; and adu- 
cation of tha handicapped. 



• Both insarvice training and inte- 
grating tha arta into tha curric- 
ulum ranked high among State pri^ 
orities to improve arta educa- 
tion and would be financed by all 
but one State if new f unda were 
available for auch purposes. 

a Hore States indicated a stronger 
degree of cooperation in plan- 
ning than in implementing and 
evaluating the Artista-in- 
Schools programr funded by the 
National Endowment for the Arts. 

a in general^ Stataa with a mil- 
lion or more elementary and 
secondary public school students 
reported greater involvement in 
arts education than did thoae 
with fewer students. 
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A tmnrnwrnti avAr«ness o£ th« significant role o£ the arts in juaproving tbe qual- 
ity of life has spurred efforts — at all levels of governaient and asong concerned 
organisations and individuals-'^to promote arts education in the schools* At the 
saae tiae, the concept that arts education should available for all elementary 
and secondary school students, not just the artistically talented, has gained strong 
support* 

This report presents the findings of a fast response survey requested by the 
U.S« Office of Education to provide key background data for the Federal Governsent * s 
activities in coordinatii^ policies and programs in arts education. 

The PRSS Coordinators and respondents jn the State departsents of education 
provided prompt responses to the questionnaires that aade the fast response survey 
possible. The contributions of these individuals and organisations, and the 
support of the professional arts education organisations, are greatly appreciated. 




Marie D« Eldridge 
Administrator 
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INTI^DUCTION 



Recent national interest in assess- 
ing and promoting the status o£ the arts 
in our society has pro&pted several 
large-scale efforts at the Federal level. 
Current assessments include the cultural 
policy review of the White House Domestic 
Staff and interagency activities of the 
Federal Council on the Arts and the 
Humanities. 

School arts policies and programs 
are special concerns of the U.S. Office 
of Education (OE). In 1977^ Cc^missioner 
Ernest Boyer established the Arts in 
Education Initiative to coordinate more 
effectively Federal resources for arts 
educat ions 

• Within the Office of Education's 
existing arts programs and activ- 
ities. 

• With other Federal agencies^ such 
as the National Endowments for 
the Arts and the Humanities^ the 
National Institute of Education^ 
and the Institute of Museum 
Services. 

• With State and local agencies and 
other supporters around the 
Nat ion. 

This survey on arts education, con- 
ducted for the Arts in Education Initia- 
tive, sought information from the State 



education agency in each of the 50 States 
and the District of Columbia on; 

• official State education agency 
policy statements supporting arts 
education in elementary and 
secondary schools. 

• State funding for specified 
activities in sup port, of the 
official arts education policy. 

• Federal programs used to support 
school arts projects during 
1977-78. 

• Activities likely to be funded if 
new funds were available to 
improve arts education. 

• Existing cooperation between the 
State arts and State educat ion 
agencies on the Art ists-in-Schools 
program funded by the National 
Endowment for the Arts. 

Survey response was 100 percent. 
State respondents completing the question- 
naires were generally arts supervisors, 
special ists, coordinators, consultants, 
and other education specialists* 

The NCES Fast Response Survey Sys-- 
tem is described in appendix I, and the 
questionnaire with summary responses is 
shown in appendix II. 
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SURVEY FINDXNCS 



State Policy Support for Arts Education 

Official Stattt endorsement of arts 
education at the eleaentary and secondary 
level has increased in the past 5 years. 
As of the winter of 1978-79, 31 <61 per- 
cent) of the State depar;.ments of educa- 
tion reported specific policy statements 
in Support of arts education: 24 adopted 
in 1974 or later; 11 in the past 2 years 
alone. Moreover, four additional 
States 1/ reported plans to adopt similar 
statements within a year (table 1}« 2/ 



Policy statements supporting arts 
education were i^ore likely to be adopted 
in States with large student enrollments. 
Thirteen of the fourteen States with 
1,000,000 or more public elementary and 
secondary students already had adopted 
policy statements or planned to adopt 
them. In contre^st, only 8 of the 17 
States with less than 400,000 students 
had such official policy endorsements, 
and none reported plans to adopt them 
within a year. 



1/ Throughout this report, •States" 
include the 50 States and the District 
of Columbia. 

2/ Preliminary findings of a recent survey 
conducted by William Brown of the 
National Association of State. Boards of 



Education (NASBE) indicated that 
arts education policies existed for 49 
States. The indeoth NASBE survey/ that 
included an extt^iisive search of docu- 
ments, was undertaken for the National 
Committee/Arts for the Handicapped. 



Table 1. — ^Number of States with official policy statements specifically supporting 

arts education in the elementary and secondary schools, by year of adoption 
and State enrollment sizes United States, winter 1978-79 

(Table entries are numbers of States. 1/) 



status and year 
of adoption of 
policy Btatement 




State 


enrollnent size 




Total 


Less than 
400,000 


400,000- 
999,999 


1,000,000 
or iBore 


All States 


51 


17 


20 


14 


Total adopted or planned 


35 2/ 


8 2/ 


14 


13 


?.«r of adoption 












4 


0 


2 


2 


Adopted prior to 1979... 


ii 


8 


12 


11 




7 


2 


2 


3 




4 


1 


1 


2 




6 


3 


2 


1 




4 


1 


3 


0 




3 


1 


0 


2 




7 


0 


4 


3 


1/ "States" include the 50 


States and the District of 


Columbia. 





2/ Status of official policy statement in one State not ascertained 



s 



Staf Funding in Support of Official 
golicy SndQy«»ntg for httu Education 

Many States with policy stataftants 
rainforcad thaa with dollar aupport for 
arta education activitiaa. Tiranty-two of 
thirty-ona Stataa financed at least one 
of three selected categories of arts 
activities <inservice training, deaonstra* 
tion projects, arta advisory councils), 
while eleven States supported all three 
categories during the 1977*78 school year 
(tid^le 2). 

States with policy atateaents funded 
inaervice training voat frequently (20)« 



Fewer supported deaonatrat ion projects 
(IS) and arts education adviaory cx^uncils 
(13). 

Dollar support for arts education 
correlated with State enrollment. Only 2 
of the 11 largest States with policy 
atateaents (1,000,000 or aore atudenta) 
did not fund any of the three selected 
activities, while 6 supported all of 
then. Of the eight States with leas than 
400,000 enrollment and officia? arts 
education policies, one-^half did n^ : fund 
any of the selected activities and only 
one funded all three. 



Table 2. --Selected activities funded by States during the 1977-78 school year in 

support of official arts education policy statements, by State enrollment 
size: United States, winter 1978-79 



(Table entries are numbers of States. 1/) 





State enrollment size 


Act ivity 


Total 


Less than 
400,000 


400,000- 
999,999 


1,000,000 
or more 


All States 


51 


17 


20 


14 


States with policy 
statementa funding; 


31 


8 


11 


U 


Inservice training...... 

Deraonstration projects. 
Arts advisory council... 


20 
15 
13 


3 
2 
1 


9 
5 
5 


8 
8 
7 


States with policy 
statements fundings 










None of the three activ- 


9 


4 


3 


2 


At least one of the 


22 


4 


9 


9 




7 


3 


3 


1 




4 


0 


2 


2 




11 


1 


4 


6 










1/ "States* include the 5u 


States and 


the District of Coluisbia. 
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Oee of Federal Funds to Support. Arts 
Sducat ion 

Art3 education is funded through 
a number of Federal education programs 
not primarily intended as support for the 
arts« All States, with or without policy 
statements, answered the question about 
their use of 11 selected Federal programs 
to fund arts education in 1977-78, 
Chart 1 shows the frequency of State use 
of these programs in descending order. 

The four programs used by 25 or more 
of the States to fund arts education 
were$ 

m Title IVC , ESEA--Educat ional 
Innovation and Support 1/ 

m Special Projects Act? Gifted 
and Talented Program 

• Education of the Handicapped Act 

• Title IWB, ESEA--Library and 
Learning Resources 2/ 

Fewer States reported funding througn the 
remaining seven Federal prograins, but all 
programs were sources for arts education 
support. 



Actual State use of these Federal 
programs may be somewhat greater than 
recorded f since a *don*t know* response 
was permitted to avoid a time-consuming 
data search* This response was recorded 
for all Federal sources listed, but most 
frequently for the Adult Education Act and 
the Vocational Education Act (19 and 20 
States, respect ively } • 

In addition to the 11 specified pro* 
grams, respondents could write-in other 
programs. Seven States mentioned five 
additional Federal sources used to sup- 
port some arts education projects, some 
not under Federal education legislation: 
National Endowments for the Arts and the 
Humanities (three States); Cultural 
awareness component of the Migratory 
Education Program; Indian Education 
Program; Area Agencies on Aging; and 
the Appalachian Regional Council. Forty- 
one States received funds from the Special 
Projects Act: Arts Education, the only 
categorical Federal program specifically 
for arts education. Since information 
about this program was available from 
other sources, it was not included on the 
quest ionnaire* 



1/ This name was subsequently changed 
under the Education Amefidments of 1978 
to ^Xmproveaents in Local Educational 
Practices." 



2/ This name was subsequently changed 
under the Education Amendments of 1978 
to *Educat ional improvements. Resources 
and Support." 
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Chart 1.— St*t«» in which ■•l«cted Federal programs were uaed to support arts education 
projects during the 1977-78 school years United States, winter 1978-79 



selected 

Federal 

prograxB 



KumlMr of States 1/ 




55 



Titlit IV c, ESEA — Educational 
Innovation and Support 



Special Projects Act: Gifted 
and Talented Prograun 



Education of the Handicapped 
Act 



Title IV ESEA — Library and 
Learning Resources 



Baergency School Aid Act 



Title I^ ESEA— Educationally 
Disadvantaged 



Special Projects Acts Career 
Education Program 



Special Projects Act: Commu- 
nity Education Program 



Title VII, ESEA— Bilingual 
Education 



Adult Education Act 



Vocational Education Act 








\ 1 1 I » "I 



J/^States" include the 50 States and the District of Columbia* 

Husiber of States using the program 

Number of States responding "don't know" if the program was used 
Number of States net using program 
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tm^MCt ct EntolXmmnt Slmm on State Ugg 
of Federe^ Programs for Arts Projects 

Federal programs used per State 
for arts projects in the 1977-78 school 
year ranged from a low of none to a high 
of 10 with an average of 3.9 (table 3}« 
State use of these Federal programs vari^ 



by enrollment sise* States with enroll<« 
ments of 1,000, QQO or sore used an average 
of S.4 Federal programs, compared to an 
average of 2.S programs for States with 
enrollments of less than 400,000, and an 
average of 4.1 programs for States with 
enrollments between 400,000 and 999,999. 



Table S.-^^Number of selected Federal programs used per State for arts projects 

during the 1977-78 school year, by State enrollment sise; United States, 
winter 1978-^79 



(Table entries are nuabers o£ States. 1/) 


Nunber of 


State enrollment size 


selected Federal 
prograas 


Total 


Less than 
400,000 


400,000- 
999,999 


1,000,000 
or roore 


All States 


51 


17 


20 


14 




1 


1 


0 


0 




7 


3 


4 


0 




10 
7 


7 


2 


1 




2 


3 


2 




5 


2 


3 


0 




8 

5 


1 


3 


4 




1 


1 


3 




S 


0 


2 


3 




2 
0 


0 
0 


1 
0 


1 
0 




1 


0 


1 


0 



Average number 
of programs 

used per State 3.9 2.5 4.1 5-4 



1/ "States' include the 50 States and the District of Columbia. 
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Lifcely Oa» o£ yun4» Cor laprovinq Arta 
Education ^ 

If nav funda for iaprovin^ arta 
aducation vara availabla, all States but 
one reported tha\ they would use thea for 
inaerviee trainiim and for integrating the 
arta into the eurriculus (table 4}* 
St^tea indicated not only a general need 
but alao a high priority for theae t%ro 
activitiea* Inaerviee training ranked 
firat or aecoiKl priority in 37 States, and 
integration of the arta into the curric- 
ulua was aiaiilarly ranked by 35 States. 

Most States reported thst they %K)uld 
also use additional funda for workshops 



and conferences conducted with Federal 
assistance (48 States} and for demonstra- 
tion projects (44 States). However, a 
majority of the States rated these activ- 
itiea fluidius or Imt priority* 

Although 31 States indicated that 
preservice training sight be funded 
with additional aoney, alsost all gave 
low priority to this use of funds. In 
addition, 10 States aentioned other 
arts education activities that might be 
funded, including publications, dissemina- 
tion, incentive grants to local districts, 
cooperative programs with the State arts 
councils, and strengthening networks of 
arts education project sites* 



Table 4. — ^Activities needed to improve arts education, by priority of need 1 / : 
United States, winter 1978-79 



(Table entries are numbers of States. 2/) 





Total 
indicating 
need 


Priority of need 2/ 


Activity 


High 


Medium 


Low 



Xnservice training, 



integration of arts 
into curriculum...., 



Workshops, conferences, 
etc.f conducted with 
federal assistance 



Denonstration projects. 
Preservice training.... 
Other 



50 
50 

48 
44 

31 
4/ 10 



37 
35 

13 
11 
2 
4 



7 
10 

15 
12 
3 
2 



6 

5 

20 
21 
26 
3 



1/ Need is defined as likelihood of State funding if new funds becoroe available for 
improving arts education. 

2/ "States" include the 50 States and the District of Columbia. 

3/ High priority - ranks 1 and 2, as reported on the questionnaire. 
Medium priority - rank 3. 
Low priority ■ ranks 4, 5 and 6. 

4/ The ranking of priorities was not ascertained for one State. 
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CDOgegation Bety^en gtate Arts Agencies 
ana state Education Agencies %n krtim€m^ 
ln-*8ctu>ol« Programs 

The last question in the ourvey 
concerni^i] the extent tc which the desig- 
nated State srts agency cooperated with 
the State education agency in the Artists- 
in«-Schools prograa funded by the National 
Endowment for the Arts. This program, 
which is administered by State arts 
agencies, brings professional artists 
into elementary and secondary schools. 

Cooperation between the two agencies 
in the 1977-78 school year mostly occurred 
during program planning (table 5). 



Twenty-one States reported strong coopera- 
tion in the planning phases ^mpared to 
sixteen in program implementation, and 
fourteen in program evaluation. 

Again I responses related to State 
enrollment size. At least half ^f the 
States with enrollments of 1,000,000 or 
more indicated strong cooperation in all 
three phases — planning, implementation, 
and evaluation* About one-third of the 
States with enrollments of less than 
1,000,000 indicated strong cooperation 
in planning. Even fewer (about one of 
every five) of these smaller St*!!ttes re- 
ported strong cooperation in implementa- 
tion and evaluation. 



Table 5. — States reporting a "strong degree of ciK^peration* between State arts 

agency and State education agency on the "Artists-in-Schools* program, 
by activity and State enrollment size: United States, winter 1978-79 



(Table entries are numbers of states. 1/) 



Activity 


State enroilsent size 


Total 


Less than 
400,000 


400,000- 
999,999 


1,000,000 
or more 


All States 


51 


17 


20 


14 



states reporting a 
strong degree of 
cooperation ins 



Planning 21 5 8 8 

Implementation 16 3 4 9 

Evaluation 14 3 4 7 



1/ 'States* include the 50 States and the District of CoXuiobia. 
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Three of ev#ry five States have 

official resolutions supporting arts edu- 
cation in elementary and secondary 
schools, according to replies €r<Me State 
departments of education to a fast re-* 
sponse survey on State^level arts educa^ 
tion policies and prograns* Four addi- 
tional States are planning to adopt 
resolutions within a year* Although States 
began endorsing arts education policy 
statements as early as 1963^ over three- 
fourths were adopted in 1974 or later « 
More of the large than small States 
currently have policy statements* 

Of the States with an official pol- 
icy resolution^ 22 funded at least one 
of three specified arts education activi- 
ties during the 1977-78 school yearj 
inservice training, demonstration proj- 
ects, and arts education advisory coun- 
cils* State funding was related to State 
enrollment size, with the larger States 
funding more activities. 

Projects were also financed through a 
number of Federal programs during 1977-78 • 
Each of 11 specified Federal programs was 
used by some States. The following 
programs were cited most frequently as 
sources; Title IVC, ESEA — Educational 



Innovation and Supporti Special Pro- 
jects Act; Gifted and Talented Pro- 
grami Education of the Handicapped 
Act? and Title IVB, ESEA — Library and 
Learning Resources. Every State but one 
used at least one Federal program. The 
national average was slightly less than 
four per State, {The one Federal categor- 
ical program for arts education was not 
included in the survey since data i^ere 
available elsewhere.) 

Almost all states reported that# if 
new funds were available to improve arts 
education, they would support inservice 
training and integrating the arts into the 
school curriculum. Over 40 States would 
support conferences and workshops as well 
as demonstration projects* Thirty-one 
States would fund preservice training, 
but at a lower priority than the other 
activities. 

Cooperation between the State 
education agency and the State arts 
agency on the State administered Artists- 
in-schools program varied considerably. 
State education agencies reported a strong 
degree of cooperation more often in 
planning rather than in implementing and 
evaluating the program. Cooperative 
activities between the two agencies were 
more frequent in large States. 
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The Fast Response Survey System 

The Fast Response Survey System 
{FRSS} was established by NCES so that 
education data^ urgently needed for plan- 
ning and policy formulation, could be col« 
lected quickly and with minimum burden on 
respondents • 

The FRSS covers six education sec- 
tors $ 

State education agencies <S£A*s} 

Local education agencies (L£A*s} 

Public elementary and secondary 
schools 

Nonpublic elementary and secondary 
school s 

Institutions of higher education 

Noncolleg iate postsecondary schools 
with occupational programs. 

All SO States and the District o£ 
Columbia are included in the SEA sector* 
For each of the other sectors, a strati- 
fied random sample was designed to allow 
valid national estimates to be made. The 
sample sizes range from 500 to 1,000. 

A data collection network involving 
both respondents and coordinators was 
developed in each sector. The coord ina«* 
tor's role is to assist in the data 
collection by maintaining liaison with 
the sampled institutions or agencies. 



The respondents were selected to report 
for their institutions or agencies and 
are responsible for completing the 
questionnaires. 

The Fast Response Survey System 
provides NCES with a mechanism for fur- 
nishing data quickly and efficiently. 
All aspects of the system — the sample 
design, the network of coordinators 
and respondents, and the short question- 
naires — have been designed with this 
end in mind* 



Methodology for the SEA Survey of Arts 
Education: Programs and Needs 

The Survey of SEA* s on Arts Educa- 
tion ; Programs and Needs at the Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Level was mailed in 
December 1978 to each State education 
agency (SEA) coordinator, and responses 
were obtained by telephone. All States 
and the District of Columbia responded 
to the questionnaire. 

Information on the enrollment size 
of the States was obtained from the Edu- 
cation Directory, 1977-78, published by 
the National Center for Education Statis- 
tics. 
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APPENDIX II 



SOJtm SYSTW EOOCATIOK OmsXCHI QMS MO. 51-Rilfl 

tilkftllllK»Oli, D.C. 20202 



SuRVfY OF SEAs ON tetS ESHICATIOli PRQOMNS ^ 

Hem AT m EuEHENTMY MD SccofoiMy Level 


This report: is aathorissd by lav (20 0*S,C1221»*1K 
UMla yott ar« not raquiroa to rospoiia« your coopar* 
atioo is nMd^ to msks ths results of this sorvsy 
eosiprshsABivSf seeursts and tiMly, 


1. DOM your BtmtM Di^airfnt of Sdwatloa 
«a of f ieiAl ffMoXutiM or policy t—nt 

th« #1— nfiry *ad Moonduy sctoola? 


a. yaa 31 vaar ad«^tad 

b. IN> 6rt Flaaniiig to ad^t within a yaar? 

Vss 4 Ho 

{Xf you ^aokad (b)« plaasa skip to quMtic^ 3.3 


2*. Wm tl^a official arte policy aupportad by 
ItAta fundiag firing th« put kIiqoI ymt tor 
aoy o£ tlM •etivitittii Iist«d to tli« ri^t? 


Arts advisory oouncil taa X3 HO 18 
Psaonsteatioa projaots taa i <: Mo 1 A 
InaarviGS pro^raas ^ Mo .if"" 



3* ft yottr taotfladfo^ ha«a any fuwto froft tha folloifiiig fadaral pro^^am baais oaad in your stata to support 
arts projaota duriao tha past a^iool yaar? 



r*d«ral pxoqxtm 


yaa 


No 


Don't kaow 


m, TitXs Z, ESSA— SducatioiMlljr disadvaRtagcd 


16 


32 


3 


I>. Title m, ESEA— LibrMry sad iMmin? raioweas 


2S 


20 


6 


e. Titl* SVC, CS»— Cduc«U.on innovation «nd auppevt 


41 


8 


2 


d. Titia VIZ, E3£A— Bilingual aducation 


5 


32 


14 


«. Spacial Projaota Acts Cmsmmt education pro9raM 


14 


30 


7 


t, Spacial Prajacta Actt Gi£t«4 and Talaatad pro^raa 


31 


17 


3 


9. SpM:lal Projaeta Aott CooMaaity Edueatioa pxograa 


9 


28 


14 


b. Adale xdueatloa Aet 


3 


29 


19 


i. ibmxqmae^ Sdioel Aid Act 


18 


23 


10 


j. VoeaeiOMl Idacation Act 


3 


29 


20 


k. Idueatioa of tlia Sandieappad Act 


26 


19 


6 


I. otbax (apaciCy) 


7 







4a Xf nav foods bacaais availabls for istproving arts aducatioo, would your Stats bs liksly to usa such 
funds for say of ths toXloMinq aotivitiss? For thoas you chaek "yas," plMMmm rank in ordar of 
probabls iaportanca^ using '1* as highast rank. 



tetivity 


Ukaly 


to oaa 


Ordsr 


MA 






tas 


MO 


i 


2 




4 


5 


* r 

6 


a* Xttssrvioa training 


50 


1 


16 


21 


7 


4 


2 




ba Vraaarvioa training 


31 


20 




2 


3 


7 


15 


4 


o. XAtagratioa of arts into ourriculus 


50 


1 


23 


12 


10 




1 


1 


da DsTinstration pxojacta 


44 


7 


2 


9 


12 


16 


5 




a* VOi^shopa, ooafsranoss^ ate.« eon* 
dactad with Padaral assistaaoa 


48 


3 


7 


6 


15 




9 


1 


fa Othar (apacify) 


10 




3 


1 


2 


ft 


mm 


1 



fo vhat dagraa doas tha officially daaignat^ $tata arts agancy cooparata with your itata adt^ation 
aganey la 'artists in SehooXs" programs in aj^sh of tha aetivitias listed baloi^? 



activity 


Oagraa of cooparstion 


Strong 


Hodarata 


Sli9ht 


Nona at all 


Planning 


21 


14 


11 


5 


Xaplaaantation 


16 


18 


6 


11 


Bvaluatim 


14 


9 


13 


15 



MM and titla of paraoa oo^platiag thia fonii 

. , stata 

TalapHoMf Afaa coda _ . _ Huater o«ta 

mtM rom M« ai7»«i« n/n 



